
STOP 



Early Journal Content on JSTOR, Free to Anyone in the World 

This article is one of nearly 500,000 scholarly works digitized and made freely available to everyone in 
the world by JSTOR. 

Known as the Early Journal Content, this set of works include research articles, news, letters, and other 
writings published in more than 200 of the oldest leading academic journals. The works date from the 
mid-seventeenth to the early twentieth centuries. 

We encourage people to read and share the Early Journal Content openly and to tell others that this 
resource exists. People may post this content online or redistribute in any way for non-commercial 
purposes. 

Read more about Early Journal Content at http://about.jstor.org/participate-jstor/individuals/early- 
journal-content . 



JSTOR is a digital library of academic journals, books, and primary source objects. JSTOR helps people 
discover, use, and build upon a wide range of content through a powerful research and teaching 
platform, and preserves this content for future generations. JSTOR is part of ITHAKA, a not-for-profit 
organization that also includes Ithaka S+R and Portico. For more information about JSTOR, please 
contact support@jstor.org. 



418 Book Reviews 

Aristophanis Ecclesiazusae. Cum prolegomenis et commentariis 
edidit J. van Leeuwen J. F. Lugduni Batavorum: apud 
A. W. Sijthoff, 1905. Pp. xxii+60. PI. 2.90. 

With the appearance of the present volume, the tenth in this latest 
edition of the comic poet, we are brought well in sight of the end. A 
few general observations on the salient features of the edition will not 
therefore be out of place at this time. Beginning with the second, all 
the volumes have issued from the Sijthoff press; with the change of pub- 
lisher the Greek characters so long in vogue among the Dutch were dis- 
carded in favor of the more substantial German style, and in harmony 
with this reform the typography throughout has been of a superior order. 
With the Knights (1900) there was introduced a notable innovation in the 
form of a fourth section to each page to serve for foot-notes to the 
explanatory commentary, which in turn followed the text and critical notes; 
and this practice has been followed ever since. Such a rigid exclusion 
from the commentary of all references and parenthetical remarks, while 
may well prove a joyous relief to the beginner, will hardly commend 
itself to those making a critical use of the edition. Reduced to its barest 
terms, the principle is made to border on the absurd in frequent instances 
like the following: " 59. ova 2/apois !So£cv] eadem verba quae supra 9 )," and 
below: " 9 ) vid. vs. 18." An innovation, on the other hand, which ought 
to be of assistance to scholars is the practice followed in the critical 
notes of designating by an asterisk the editor's own emendations, whether 
actually admitted into the text or not. The division of the plays into 
scenes I regard as of less value in itself than the stage-directions which 
are introduced at the same time. We thus have the satisfaction of know- 
ing the editor's opinion regarding the action at a great many points 
where there is general silence in the commentaries. Van Leeuwen boldly 
follows out his own theories regarding crasis, practically limiting its 
occurrence to cases where the first element is a short vowel, or a diph- 
thong if followed by another diphthong. Two features whose absence 
from these volumes is greatly to be regretted are a systematic treatment 
of the metres, whether in the form of a conspectus at the end or other- 
wise, and a bibliography of at least the more important editions and 
monographs in the case of each play. 

In the matter of the constitution of the text van Leeuwen's attitude 
toward the tradition of the MSS certainly does not appear to be chan- 
ging sensibly in the direction of conservatism. In the Ecclesiazusae, 
which has, to be sure, been somewhat neglected by editors, we find prac- 
tically three dozen brand-new emendations all told admitted into the 
text — or the highest percentage for any play thus far in the series, with 
the single exception of the Thesmophoriazusae. And this notwithstand- 
ing the fact that some twenty-five of Blaydes's suggestions have been 
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adopted! Of the editor's own emendations a few indeed are sufficiently 
probable, involving but a slight departure from the MSS, while removing 
considerable difficulties; but in the case of many it is difficult to see just 
what has been gained by the change. Some few call for such serious 
changes, or are so little justified by the context as to suggest the criti- 
cism passed on another scholar in a like case by van Leeuwen himself: 
"ingenio abusus." So (vs. 78) his ingenious tovt' ear' eWiv' <Sirep <A.€ya>v 
SitptiyStrai ; — based on the assumption that Lamius was not a prison- 
keeper, but a well-known figure in the assembly — may be promptly 
rejected as out of harmony with the spirit of Aristophanic wit and the quick 
intelligence of the Athenian audience. Again in vs. 153 I fear he takes 
the poet altogether too seriously when, in place of the traditional (vvv 8' 
ovk e'dero),) Kara ye ttjv i/xrjV /x.iav, he demands Kara, ye Syva/uv Trjv ipijv ; 
this quite apart from the consideration that the corruption of the former 
reading into the latter would represent the more natural development. 
In the Thesmophoriazusae van Leeuwen rejected two or three entire 
verses ; he would now seem to be making atonement by adding as many 
to its sister-play (after vss. 359 a ! 381, 453). The critical apparatus is 
reduced almost to a minimum: we find noted only significant variants 
of R, or of r and very rarely A and B when these seem to offer a 
superior reading; while but a few of the more important emendations of 
other scholars are recorded. Of the latter several are wrongly assigned, 
e. g., Hermann's excellent opyt^erai (vs. 202), recently revived by Willems. 

The exegetical commentary, on the whole, calls for high praise. In 
his treatment of historical personages and events the editor displays a 
thorough acquaintance with the evidence and a discriminating mind in 
weighing the same. He possesses the happy faculty of entering 
heartily, as a rule, into the spirit of the jests and comic situations 
created by his author, as the sympathetic comment on many a passage 
will bear witness. The grammatical notes and paraphrases are for the 
most part very instructive, although one occasionally wonders why 
certain rather elementary principles were not completely ignored; on 
the other hand, it is gratifying to observe remarkably few points of real 
difficulty passed over in silence. The introduction contains a valuable but 
rather brief discussion of the date of the performance of the play. Van 
Leeuwen finds in the events described in the third oration of Andocides 
an excellent background for the Ecclesiazusae ; and he attempts an 
ingenious reconciliation between the apparently discordant chronologies 
of the orator and Philochorus, concluding in favor of the year 392. 

Altogether these volumes are stimulating and suggestive; if we can 

not always subscribe to the principles followed or to the conclusions 

reached, we must at all events recognize the keen penetration and clever 

originality which give the edition its independent value. 

_ ,, Earnest Caby 

Cambridge, Mass. 



